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To te READER. 


Reader, 

Et no! the Title given the enſuing. Papers diſpleaſe thee, 

/ for 'tis but adjuſted to the Subjed matter of the Authors 

diſcenrſe, and doth not in the leaſt wrong his Learned Adver- 
ary. 

Mr. Baxter has moſt undoubtedly cloſed with Bellarmine 
and other Papilts in the very Diſtin#ions and Anſwers they 
uſe againſt Proteſtants about Worſhip, and in his late 
Writings has done the Feſuites work, and if he will be found 
in their Work, can he have any juſt Reaſon to be angrywith 
thoſe that oive him "their Name 2 What hurt can there be in 
giving Bellarmines Name to him that eſponſes Bellarmine's 
DoFrine, and doth Bellarmine's Work £ If the paralel then in 
the following Papers be exaF ( as I am very confident it is ) 
the Title needs not an Apology. And as for the diſcourſe it 
ſelf, dobut diligently peruſe it, and be but Impartial and Sin- 
cere in thy Cenſure,and the Anthor is content to ſubunit unto it. 

But Reader, 1 muſt beg thy pardon, if I detain thee a 
few Minutes by a ſhort Pretace, which is chiefly deſggned.to 
ſhew thee the Confuſion our Nonconforming-Clergy* have 
plunged themſelves into by their undertaking the Defence of 
Lay-Conforraty. h 

There are two Men of Name, and I think bit two, who 
have entred the Field, and bid Defiance to their Suffering 
Brethren, even ſome Months after a more potent Arm had 
driven them by fifties into their Caves, out of which, leaſt ſome 
worſe evils ſhould befall them, they durſt not peep, ſo that the 
Prudence of theſeWorthies,[ v12. their falling on a People(wha 
they knew ) ar not defend themſelves | deſerves Applauſe. 
But yet ſuchis the Power of Truth, ſuch the Confuſion in which 


* . 


Error lies, that ( bleſſed be God) there is nogreat need for tie 
Lay-Difſenters to ſay much in their own behalf. Somewhat 
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»uſt be ſaid,but not much: for if we do but ſhew how much theſe 
great Men do claſh with each another, and the greateſt of them 
with himſelf and how both, though diverſly,have abandoned 
ſome Principal Points of the Proteſtant Religion, ard are 
gone over to the Papiſts for help againſt us 5, a further Anſwer 
can be f uſe to none, but ſuch as are very ignorant of the Pro- 
| © eligion. 

e great men T ſpeak of, are Mr.Baxter and My.Humphrey, 
both very Learned Divines, the one known to the World by his 
Volnminous and haſty Writings, the otter, though not ſo ſaga- 
cions and metaphyſical,yet I think more conſiderate and judi:i- 
ons.Both very Pious, and I queſtion not, but thattho Mr. B. be 
the greater Preacher, yet Mr. H. is the more plain hearted Man, 
and of as tender a Conſcience. They are both too great to mind 
the Garniture of their Writings more than the Subſtance of a 
Notion, and for many things they have written, they deſerve 
great praiſes, yet theſe two Vorthics moſt unhappily have ap-. 
peared againſt their Iu ffering Brethren, b py which [ ſee that an 
Argument ſuited only tothe Bruital Part of Man has toogreat an 
Influence on Good and Wiſe Divines. Conſcience, though a 
tender thing, yet is found even amongſt ſome Learned and Pie 
ous Men to be too much under the Condud of Sence. The fear 

ſuffering, and ſome ſuch uneaſie Inconveniences, warps 
rong minds towards a Cloſure with Peters DoFrine, when 
he ſaid[ Beit far from theeLord,this ſhall not be untothee.)} 
For indeed thoſe nery affeions that lead Men into divers 
Errors,dofirſt carry the Man into the dark, and both bribe and 
blind his Judgement, 4he which is very often fully diſcovered 
by the confuſton, the Inconſiſtences, the Thwartings and Contra- 
ditions that are in their Writings.Of the Truth hereof no grea- 
ter Inſtance can be defired than what _ two great Men do 
ſupply us with, who, though both engaged in oppoſing the Lay- 
Diſlenter, as 1 have already obſerved, and will now evince, 
do claſh with one another, both abandon ſome chief points of the 

Proteſtant Do&rine, and Mr. B. falls ont with himſelf. 
Mp. H. 
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Mr. H. ingeniou/ly confeſſeth, that the Notion he fixes iu 
#he oppoſition he makes againſt his Diſſenting Brethren is un- 
common amongſt Rm 

See his Axe laid to the Root of Separation pag. 3Y. and 

ou'l have his Sentiments in theſe very words, © I do not ſee 
*( ſaithhe)in the firſt place but we muſt give up the Canſe of our 
*prixt Churches(Parochial or National) to the Separatiſt. They 
* who require ' ſuch a profeſſion in the Adult, ( viz. a profeſſzou 
* of ſaving Faith, as the Church of England and al! Pro- 
© teſtants geverally do) as neceſſary to give Right to Church 
© Commmunion,and do indeed underſtand themſeloes,will ſay, It 
© muſt be « profeſſion de praſenti, ſerions,intelligent,reſolved, 
© with whatſoever elſe is needful to make it credibly frgnificant 
. ; the thing they profeſs, ſo that the Perſon profeſſeng muſt 
«be indeed Regenerate to be able to make it,and the Per ſons 
* that receive him muſt look,on him as Regenerate, and what 
* more can be imagined for the yielding to the Congregationaliſts 
* his whole Foundations. So far My. H. who really ſpeaks very 
wprightly,and as an unbyaſt man ſees, that thoſe he calls Sepa- 
ratiſts have Arguments impregnable for the Defence of their 
preſent withdrawment from the mixed Parochial Aſſemblies, if 
the Dodrine of the Church of England and that commonly re- 
ceived by Proteſtants be ſound. And he ſees no way to drive 
the Lay-Diſſenters from one Foundation of their diſſent, but by 
going over to a Notion,which, Mr. B. ſaith is « Popiſh one. 

The Principle on which the Lay- Diſſenters ground their pra- 
Tice is,as M. H. confeſſeth, a Proteſtant Principle; and ſuch as 
has been defended by Mr. B.againſt the Papiſts Mr. Blake and 
Mr. H. This much may be ſeen in Mr.B's. Right to Sacraments, 
where he 4ſſures us that the chief Adverſaries he has in this very 
point todeal with, are the Papiſts, andaddsp. 51. © That he is 
* forcee to deal with a Reverend Brother of our own,and in p.4.4.2 
* That thongh it be the defence of the old Proteſtant Cauſe that 
* 3s finally his buſineſs, yet it is the late oppoſition made against it 
* by two Proteſtant Divines, that is the occaſion of his nnder- 
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taking, to wit, Mr. Blake, and ſimce him Mr. Humphrey, 
Thus you feeMr. Humphrey 5s in Mr. Baxter's Judgement 
gone over to Rome for help againſt Diſſenters, and Mr. H.js 
Sogenerous as to confeſs there is no other way to confute us. 
But as Mr. B. and this worthy Divi ne claſh, ſo doth Mr.B. 
71 one great point fall out with himſelf, and in another ' we in 
with the Papiſts. About the kinds of Inſtituted Churches Mi- 
niſtry and Diſcipline, which My. B. after 30 or 4oyears hard 
ſtudy had invincibly prov'd to be Congreeational, My. B. 
finds it neceJary to quarrel with himſelf, if he will maintain 
his Cauſe againſt the - Diſſenter. And what is wonderful, this 
LearnedMan has tuog'd hard to find out ſome (e\f-reconciling- 
Diſtin&tions, but now (though never till ow) 3s ſo very winch 
onpluſt, that his greateſt Admirers are conrvel'd to ſay the 
good Man js too hard for himſelf. Though he ever was ( at leaſt 
in their pinion ) the Champion that kejt ite Field, yet now 
he hath driven himſelf out of it. An 5 to tne Controverſie a= 
bout Ceremonies, the Reader wil/ find in ite following Sheets 
he has abandoned the old Proteſlavt Vrincip!c5,44 3s cone over 


toRome for help againſt his Noon forming Drethr, 
This much Reader,/ tho »ht ft to 1-raint theewnh., that 

thou mighteſt ſee how the Diſſerter: 0/0 lres, There arethree 

Foundations on which they growmnd the \'eaſons of their refu- 


feng to communicate with the Pariſh Aſſer:blies. 1. Sore Diſ- 
ſenters cannot communicate with the }ariſh Aſſemblies, vecauſe 
thePariſhioners are not fit matter for Cinreh Communion. T heir 
Tenorance and Scandalous Converſations ſhew that they have 
20 right to Sacraments. The profeſſion of their Faith berng ſhort 
of what is ſaving, they cannot be juſtly eſteemed fit matter for a 
particular Inſtituted Church of Chrift, and wanting fit matter, 
#hey want an Eflential.,and are not, cannot be a Church,nor car 
any Chriſtian have any Church Communion with them any 
more than with a Company of Jews or other Infidels. Now that 
their Reaſonings on this Topick are according to the Prote- 
ſtants DoFrine Invincible, Mr. H. doth vehemently _— 
2, Uiner 
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2. OO IIOn cannot communicate with theP ariſhChur 
ches, becauſe they are of a'Species, deſftruitive of Chriſt inſtit 
tuted Church Form, Miniſtry and Diſcipline. That the preſen 
Dioceſan kind of Churches is inconſiſtent with, and _—_ 
Five of the Presbyterian and Congregational kinds of Chur- 
ches, we appeal to the Church of England her ſelf. And that 
therefore the Dioceſan Churches are deſtructive of Chriſts in- 
ſtituted Churches, is the burden of all Mr. B. writings, and 
therefore not to be-communicated with as ſuch. 

3. Other :Diſſenters ſay, that if the Pariſhes had been both 
for mattcr and torm ſound Churches, yet ſo long as they im- 
poſe any ſmful Terms of Communion, a Separation is juſti- 
ficable.But according to the Notion Mr.B. has of the impoſed Ce- 
remonies in conjuntion with another, held by all Proteſtants 
generally, whether Luthcran,or Calvinilt abroad;Conformiſt, 
or Nonconforwiſt at boxes; the rontroverted Ceremonies are 
violations of the ſecond Commandment, and Idolatrous., For 
Mr. B. makes thewr parts of external Worſhip, and all acknow- 
ledgethat they are not particularly Inſtituted,and there fore ac- 
cording to Proteſtant Principles, they are Idolatrous, and not 
to be ſubmitted unto. 

This isthe trae Diſſenters caſe, and Dr. Owen in his Ar- 
guing again{t Lay-Conformity, ſuppoſing the Perſons with whom 
he had to deal, were ſatisfied in the matter and Form of In- 
ſtituted Churches, and necejſaty there is of adhering unto Di- 
Une Inſtitutions inthe Adminiſtration of Ordinances, doth in 
his Premiſes take it for granted that the kind of the preſent Di- 
oceſan Churches( is oppoſite unto the Congregational, and that 
taking in thewhole Syſteme of thet Liturg y-worſhip with all its 
inſeparable dependances, "was not lawful to Communicate 
with the Church of England in i t,for that the Worſhip it ſelf 
is not Lawful.And who knoweth not that tis undonbted Duty 
to forbear Communion with any in what is unlarful. 

1g prove the Worſhip it ſelf unlawfid, the Dr. urged ſeveral 
Arguments, which being brought toMy. B, withthe addition of 

Unan- 
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Unanſwerable, which the Good Man could not but think hins- 
ſelf above all others obliged tothe Indecence of publiſhing thene 
with this pretended Confutation. 

T will not enquire after what moved My. B. an old grave Pi- 
vine,who hath been a Man of war all his days, and now as him- 
ſelf, tells us, every day expeFing his change, and to be where 
there is more Light, Life, and Love, ſhould ſpend. his precious 
minutes in reproaching the Dead,and in adding unto the ſorrows 
and ſufferings oft he living, by troubling theWorld with a Popiſh 
Anſwer to old Proteſtant Arguments about Divine Worſhip, it 
ſhall ſatisfie me to ſhew the Reader, that the Author of the fol- 
lowing Sheets has not abus'd Mr.B. in the paralel he gives be- 
tween him and the Papiſts,and that the ſtrength of Vir. B's. An- 
ſwer to Dr. O's arguments lean on {re Popilh Diſtin@ions. 

I fay that Mr. B. did take *ext ont of Bellariniuc 1d other 

Teſuits, for ſomewhat of this kind {25 beea !org ago done by 
Morton ard Burgeſs in their Controver/ie with the old Non- 
conformiſts, and afterward by Mr.Ball a Nonconformiſt whon 
it may beMr. B. ſtole em, for If 1 miſtake not.in Ball you'l find 

' 4 great deal of Mr. B's. Anſwer to the Dr. and whoever will 
conſultCotton, Alling,andShephard of New-England againſt 
Ball, ray ſee enough to anſwer Nir. Baxter. 

But what way ſoever Mr. B. came by all theſe Diſtinions, 

1 am ſure they are Feſuite, for on an Impartiz! enquiry I find 
the Author very juſt in his procedure. And as for my own part, 
. T dothinkthat the Church of England is no way owing unto 
Mr. B. forhis late Scribbles againſt the Lay-Diſſenter, for, if 
1 may ſpeakont, thePapiſts only, Not the Church of England 
has cauſe to thank him for what he has done. 

17's notorious that Mr.B. makes almoſt every decent Circum- 
ſtance of Worſhip exprejſrve of the Reverence of the Heart to 
God parts of external worſhip;and ſo turns naked, or meer Cir- 
cumſtances into ſygnificant Ceremonies, and by his Jeſuit di- 
ſtinion s attemp; , their defence. But the Church of England 
doth not ſo 5 Sheng iſtinguiſheth between Ceremonics, and the 

De- 
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Decent Circumſtances of Worſhip,even Dr. Sherlock hineſe!f 

4s well as Bp. Taylor, 'and the mo icions Sens of the 
Church ) ſaith, that thoſe Men miſtake the caſe of the Church 
of England, who lay the controverſie upon Ritnals and Cere- 
monies, for there is no ſuch thing in the Church of England, 
according to the true and proper Signification of the Words. 
See Sherlocks anſwer to the Proteſtant Reconcliler. 

The Controverſie between the Church of England and Diſ- 
ſenters lies here, Whether the Church of England uſes in 
her Worſhip, any uninſtituted Ceremonies ? If it car: be 
proved that ſhe uſes any nninſtituted Ceremonies, the debate 
is at an end. Prove this, and the Church of England will 
grant ſhe is on the erring ſide, forthey all affirm that the 
Law of Moſes conſiſted of a great many Significant Rites,and 
Ceremonies, /xch as Circumcifion, Waſhings, Purifications, 
ec. many of which was inſtituted purely for the Signification 
but then the deſign f it was to teachthem by ſuch External Rites 
thoſe things, which at that time he did not think fit to make 2 
plain and clear Revelation 0 But to transform the plain 
© Precepts and Revelations of the Goſpel into Earthly Figures, 
*3s toteach Men backwards, tg draw them off from the imt- 
*wmediate Contemplation of Puye andNaked Truths, to court 4 
Pinre and a Shadow, and to dote upon Earthly Figures and 1- 
* mages of it.___Snch Significant Ceremonies as are meerly 
* for Signification, in the Chriſtian Religion do only obſcure, 
* and debaſe. Divine Myſteries are wholly uſeleſs, when we are 
*3nſtrued in thoſe things by plain and expreſs Revelations, 
*which theſe Ceremonies teach, or rather darken by Earthly 
* Fignres and they corrupt aSpiritual Worſhip, which hereby 
* degenerates into external Pomp and Show. ——— Such mean 
* Repreſentations, as theſe, are only for the entertainment of 
-Chldren,&c.1his muchyou have in Sherlock ubi Suprap. 56. 

In a word then, the buſineſs of the Noxconformiſts with the 
Church of England is not to prove unin{tituted Ceremonies un- 
lawful, but to prove the matters Controverted to be more than 

meer 
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meer decent circumſtnces of Warſhip, to be ſuch Ceremonies 
as are unſuited tothe Goſpel Diſpenſations, the which being ſo, 
a Man of a common.Capacity may with half an eye ſee how wide 
Mr. B. and his Followers are from the true State of the Con- 
troverſie, when they grant the things under debate tobe ſignifi- 
cant Ceremonies, exprejſroe of the Reverence of the Heart to 
God, and parts of External Worſhip, not particularly inſti- 
tuted, and - yet think, to plead for the Church of England 5 
whilſt indeed they only gratifie the Papiſts, in aſſerting the 
Church to have a Power to add unto the worſhip of God. 
Bellarminus Senior 4i#:/*/7, had he been alive, could not do 
the Church of Rome greater Service than our Bellarminus 
Junior i» this particular bas done, And a greater ſlep towards 
Popery cannot in this whappy JunfFare b: made.” 

Tam ſure that how much {over Sherlock may give the Ro- 
maniſts i» making the Cathlick Church viſwlc to be but one 
Corporation, one Body Politick or governed Socicty, Mr. B 
has gone beyond him in matters of Ceremony. And Iam 
confident that the giving a Fair and Impartial State of theſe 
things wherein the Author has done the Church of England 
Right in acquainting t he Reader, how far ſhe dothin Theſi 
differ from the Church of Rome, and in ronfe)jing how far 
Mr. Þ. and his Aderers have in this point to our inexpreſſible 
ſhame forſaken Proteſtant Truths, and fallen in with the 
Jeſuite,-is not a tranſgrejſion of our Laws, for which Reaſon 
tight the Author exped as fair quarter from Mr. Baxter as 
the Church of England (I preſume will give him, he might 
very ſafely appear above board. But who js ſo bold as to expoſe 
his Perſon to the laſh of Mr. Baxters Invectives. 


Farewel. 
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T's marvellous to ſee how many Wife, how many 
- Learned, how many Rich and Wealthy Diſlenters 
do run, to the name of Mr. B. tarnquam ad aſylurs, 
for the defence of their late Lay-conformity, as it the 
=. very mention of Mr. Baxters Judgement and Pra- 
ice had been an invincible Argument for their commu- 
nicating with the preſent Pariſh Aſſemblies, as by Law 
required, ; 

; If we diſcourſe the moſt confiderate and thinking Men 
among them, whether Miniſters or People, they, for the 
moſt part, refer ustoMr. Baxter, and his late Writings 
ſo that for ought I can ſee to the contrary , the ſhewing 
on what a. weak Reed, all thoſe, who. do infiſt fo very 
much on-Mr. Bexters Authority, do lean,' will be a fat- 
ficient anſwer to all that they haveſaid for their oze, and 
againſt the praQice of their Diſſenting Brethren, 

| For this Reaſon, the Author of that little Treatiſe enti- 
tuled | Mr Baxters Judgement and Reaſons againſt commu- 
nicating with Pariſh. Aſſemblies 3 and the defence of that 
Judgement”) has, I 'count, takena moſt effe&ual method 
to confound and filence both Mr. Baxter and all his admi- 
rers; for he has ſhewn, that Mr. Baxter, to the end he 
B might 


[2] 


might ſay ſomewhat in favour of the Communion in con- - , 


troverſy, has abandoned his old Principles touching the > | 4- 


Species, or Kind of the Dioccſane Churches Miniſtry and © 
Diſcipline 3 but yet ſo, that what was the off-fpring of | 
Mr. Baxters hardeſt Studies for thirty or forty years to- 
gether, whgn his. parts were in ghgir -gfeafelk Strewgth 
and Vigour, 1s ſo ordered by that Aubert hs to remain an 
unanſwerable Confutation of all he has ſaid now on a; 
ſuddain, in defence of his own, and his fottowers preſent 
conformity. 
In purſuance of the (ane defign, asthat Auther has with 
greateſt clearneſs evinc'd Mr. Baxter to be a ſelf-Confuter* 1 
in the preſent controverly, differing as much-trom hinfelf 
as tis poſſible for one Manto. differ from: .atiother. | I 
willin theſe papers endeavour. to-ſhew, /That he has, in 
mattersrelating tothe Worſhip of: God, forſakew the Prin- 
ciples of all ſound Proteſtants,whether Borreignor Doweftich : 
Yea, I will ſhew, that he has not only exploded the Prin 
ciples of the old Nonconformiſts, whom he pretends to: ' 
Revere and honour, buthas alſo relinquiſhed the avowed 
Do&rine ofthe Church of Exgland; and 1s gone over unto 
the Roman Tents for help againit his- ſuffering Piflenting- 
Brethran in his anſwer. toDr. Owe. 19) | 
He not engage inthe Controverſy about the-Lawfulneſs 
or Unlawfulneſs of Communicating with Pariſh Charches, 
as by law required. To do-ſo is not fafe.  Butthething: 
Lundertake is but to-make itmanifeſt.. Thatto (nforme 
on the Principles and/Reaſons Mr. Baxter layes down in- 
Anſwer to Mr. Ralphſow and Dv* Owen, is to aband or the 
Proteſtant Do&rines wm theſe Particulars, and fall' in with: 
the Pepifts, and that therefore thepreſent Lay Conformi- 
ty, on Mr: Baxters Grounds and' Reaſons, cannot be good),. 
if the Proteſtant Religion embrac'd by all the Reformed, 
and evenby the Church ot Egland, be true and —_— 
e 


> 
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The Method I take ſhall be plain and eafie, for T will 
firſt ſhew how Mr. Baxter agrees with the Papiſts, and 


' -* differs from all found Proteſtants about Worſhip and Cere- 


»onizs, and then give a true ftate of the Controvyerly, 
. andlay down thoſe Arguments that are urged by Prote- 
Ntants againſt the n_— and the Anſwers given by the 
Papiſts, and ſhew that/4n ſeveral inſtances Mr. Baxter 
LF with the Papifts, and differs from all found Pro- 


| EF. | 

'$* Reader, Iwould have thee to obſerve that in doing this 

'&: ſhall make it very manifeft, that the ſtrength of Mr. 
Raxters Anſwers to Dr. Owen lieson ſome rotten exploded 
-Diſtin&ions and Cavils of the Papiſts, and that whoever 
clearly underſtands the Writings of the Old Reformed, 
Divines cannot bur ſee that Mr. Baxter has ſaid nothing 
againſt Dr. Ower, but what has been fully anſfivered by 
our Champions, who with much trmumph have driven 
the Popiſh Janizariesout ofthe held. 


« a in i th. 4 —_— 
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My. Baxter agrees with Papiſts, and differs from all ſound 
Proteſtants abowt Worſhip and Ceremonies. 


$ 1. AE agree that Divine External Worſhip is the 

2p dire& or immediate expreſſion of the Reve- 
rence and Honour of the Heart to God. But then 

$. 2. The Proteſtants do affirm, that there is a diffe- 

rence between Divine External Worſhip, and thoſe Cir- 

enmſtances , that are neceſſary to the performance of 

Worſhip. The Circumſtances of Tie, Place, Geſture, 

Veſture, &c. Which fall not under a Divine Inſtitution, 

but belong to Religious AGionsas they are nateral.and fo 

B 2 common 
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common both: to Religious and Civil Adts, are only for 
External Order and Comelineſs, and reſpe& Men only, 
and are not expreſſions of the Reverence of the heart to. 
God. Thus Bp, Abbot in his Defence of Mr. Perkins a- 
gainſt Mr. Biſhop a Papiſt. p. 844 Order and Come- 
lineſs properly and immediately reſpe& Men, and. there- 
fore can be no parts of the Worſhip of God. And fo 
Biſhop Taylor in his DuGor Dubitaytinne, They are only Ex-, 
ternal Circumſtances for Order and Comelinels, not parts. 
of Worſhip. 
$. 3. The Papiſts-do cloath theſe Circumſtances with a 
Ceremonious nature, and make'them parts of Worſhip. 
So Mr. Biſhop. Order and Comelineſs in- ſome part of 
Gods Worſhip. So Bellarmine de effeffu *Sacramentorum. 
Hb. 2. c. 3t. produces ſeveral-arguments to prove, that. 
the Ceremonies are parts of Worſhip, and indeed a greatpart 
of the Popiſh Religion lies in making what is a neceflary 
Appendage to the Natural Actin Worſhip, a part of Wor- 
 ſThip. E.gr. It's neceſlary that the Prieſt in the Exerciſe 
of Publique Worſhip, be cloathed, and that the Wor- 
ſhip be in ſomeplace, that the Water in Baptiſm, and the 
Bread and Wine in the Lords Supper bein ſome Veſſel, now 
the. Papiſts make the very Cloathing of the Prieit, the 
Buildings and Adornings of their Temples, the Fonts for 
Baptiſme, the Veſſels for the Elements in the Lord s Sup- 
per to bemoſt Rich and Sumptuous, that they may there- 
by the more fully expreſs the Reverence of the Heart 
unto God, and ſo are all partsof their Worſhip. A great. 
deal. of their Religion conſiſts in an orderly Obſerving 
of theſe things. 
6. 4. Here then lies a difference between Mr. Baxter 
and Proteſtants, But an exa&t agreement between. him 


and the Papiſts. 
Who- 
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Whoever will be atthe pains of conſulting Mr. Baxters 
Anfivers unto Mr. Ralphſor, and Dr. Ower, he will find 
one principal part of his ſtrength to he here, namely, in 
making theſe very Circumſtances, parts of Worſhip. 'In 
his Anſwerto Dr. Owen, he refers us to what he faith a- 
oainſt Mr. Ralphſon, where he tels us. © That there are 
© two ſorts of Worſhip, a Firſt and Second : And that the 
* Secondary Worſhip ( which hecallsſubordinate ) isa di- 
fre& or immediate expreſſion of the Reverence of the 
© Heart to God. The inſtances of which are mary, not 
© only undetermined Geſtures in publique Worſhip, but the 
* Place of publique — of which he ſaith, if great 
© andlofty Structures,called Texples,be built purely toſhew 
©how we honour God and Religion, as Conſtantine, and 0- 
©thers after him, did at Conſtantinople, Alexandria, Feru- 
* ſalemr, over the grave of Chriſt, and all over the Empires. 
This aQual expreſſion of !Honour to God 1s Cults Moda- 
© lis &+ ſeenndarint 5 'a-ſublervient ſort of Worſhip. The 
{ame I fay (faith Mr. Baxter) of Church-Vienſits. 7 If 
© for. the honour of God"and Religion, the Pulpits and 
© Tables have ornaments of Silk : Cups, and Trenchers, 
©and Flagons of Silver 3 the Fonts and Seats haveſome 
© ſpecial'neatneſs, ec. This is a tecondary Worſhip;- be- 
* f1des hefaith the ſame of Miniſters habits.” Baxter againſt 
Ralphſon p.'6. 7. 8. 

Thus youſee Mr. Baxter and the Papiſts do moſt exa&t- 
ly agree. Butdo the Proteſtants in very truth differ from 
Mr. Baxter 1n theſe things 2 yea verily. 

$. 5. The eſtabliſhed Dodrine of the Church'of England 
isdirealy __ it. Inthe 34.partof the Homily againſt 
the peril of Idolatry 'tis expreſs. < Now it remameth ( faith 
* the Homily ) for the concluſion of. this Treatiſe to de- 
*clare as well the abuſes ofthe Churches and 'Templesby 


too coſtly and ſumptuons Deckings, and adorning them. 
| *In 


C67 
In Tertalhians time x60 years after Chriſt, Chriſtians had 
Romepter Lemplerbur comtmonHouſes, whether forthe 
of 


{t. part they did {ecretly. reſort:;. Lo, unto the time 
* of Conſtanting, by the {pace of aboye. 300 years after 
* qur Saviour Chriſt, when Religion was-moſt pure, and 
* indeed Golder, Chriſtians had but Low and poor Con- 
* venticles, and-ſimple Oratories, yea Caves under the 

. *ground called Crypte. 

* And Saint Ferowe toucheth the fame matter ſomewhat 
* moretreely, of the life of the Clerks to Nepotian, fay- 
*ing, Thus many build Walls, anderett Pillars of Chur- 
* ee, the ſmooth Marbles do gliſter 3 the Roof, ſhineth 
* with Gold, the Altar-is ſet with precious Stones.” But 
© of the Miniſters of Chriſt-there is no Ele&ion, or Choice: 
* Neither let any man obje& or alledge againſt me the 
* rich Temple that was in Jary, the Table, Candleſticks, 
* Platters, Cups, and other thingsall ofGold. | 

* Thea were theſe things all allowed of the Lord, 
* when Prieſts offered Sacrifices, and the blood of 
© Beaſts was accounted the Redemption of Sins. Hows- 
* beit all theſe things went before in the Figwre. And 
© they were written for us upon whom the end of the 
*World is come. And now when that our Lord being 
© poor, bath dedicated the. Poverty of his Houſe; letus 
© remember his Croſs and we ſhall eſteem Riches as Mire 
< and Dung. What, dowe marvailat that which Chriſt 
* called Wicked Mammon? Whereto we do 1o highly e- 
Eſteem and love that which St. Peter doth for a glory te- 
* ſtifie that he had not. . Hitherto St. Ferowe. No more 
© did the Old Godly Biſhops and Doctors of the Church 
©llow the over-ſumptuous Furniture of Temples and 
*Churches, with Plate, Veſſels of Gold, Silver, and 
© precious Veſtments. St. Chry/oſtome faith, in the Mi- 


«* niſtry ofthe Holy Sacraments, there isno need of Golden 
© Veſlels, 


Cz] 

© Veſſels, hut. of Goldea Minds. And:Ss. e-laich, 
« the. Sacraments: look; for no Gold, neither doi they 
* pleaſa God, for the commendat:on of Gold» St; Feroms 
* cormmendeth 44 Byhop of Thelofe, that he carried 
© the Sacrament-of the Lords: Body ina Wicksr-Barket, 
* andthe Sacratpent of HisBlood in a Yaſs, and\fo'oaft 
© Covetouſnelſs out of the Church. And Bowfarixi Biſh- 
© op and Martyras is received in the decrees, teftifieth, 
© that in old-time the Miniſters uſed Wooder: and:norGol- 
*:den Vellels. And Zepherinys:the 11th Biſhop! of Rowe, 
© made a Decree that they ſhould uſe veflets 06i1Glaſs, So 
far the Homily. | Tink 0 

By this you may ſee, that according tothe Doarmeof 
the Church of England, Glorious and! Stately Temples 5 
Golden, or Silver Veſlels ; Gorgeous" Apparel- for! te 
Miniſtezsaze:no. parts of Worlkip, ' they:are Jew; Rider, 
that muſt 'be laid afide.' There 1s 'no Religion. to 'beipla- 
ced in theſt things. as; Mr. Baxter with the" Papifts hath 
done. I ay, Mi. Bexten places Rehgion in 'Femples, 
Gold Cups, ang: Platters, and ohe:Þriefily Habilboidhtcs 
and neatnels.of the Churches 'on'Templcs, aud 'ottarmes 
of the Seats, for he makesthemrparts'ob Externad Divine 
Worſhip: Butto do fo, is both Jewiſh, and Antichriſtian, 
and hateful to the Church of England. P 


_—_—. —_ 
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Mr. Baxters agreement: withohe:Rapiſts about fame: Diftiniati- 
ons grounded on this Notion of Extergal Worſhip 

MDT PTE El ab 

&- hb. T% Papiſis makingall the'gdove mentioned 

: | Crreumftances parts of Worſhip, in@ knows 

ng that there is a: difference: betweary thef© thitips ari# 

ſome 
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ome. other» momentous-1 res of Worſhip!!! } they-upply 
.themſebves/to the Exerciſe of their diſtinguiſhing factilty, 
and '( asRzvet'on the Second Comfnandinents obſerves > | 
diſtinguiſtr between —_— and Secundary Worſhip 5 F 
ſertiiel, 7 and Hecidental Þ roper, ' arid' Þpropey, or-Recly- - 
GiveWorfhip. It like manner Mr. Baxter ſaith there are 
two ſorts of. Worſhip, - a Firſt, and Second, and that the 
Secondary is Subordinate and Accidental to the Firſt fort of 
Worſhip! See Baxter againſt Ralphſor p.-3. ec. - But 
Proteſtants have with invincible Reaſons exploded all 
ſich diſtinctions. - 

$. 2. That the Papiſts may the more aſſaredly defend 
themſelves 2gainſtzhe blow of ſeveral patt Texts of Scrip- 
. ture, whichoverthrow their DoGrines: They firſt diſtin- 
gaiſh between what is:commianded-in the Gemeral, and 
left* td: the Church! in” Particalar to determine z | and 
what is Particularly inſtituted, Beſides they diſtinguiſh 
between Perfe#ing Additions to the word and ſuch as are 
Corrupting and DeſiruZive of the Word, in both which 
DiſtinQions: there (cannot be 4 more-exatt agreement 
than there is between Mr. Baxter and' the Pairs as Twill 
hereafter with much dearneſs prove.” 


the. 


SECT. 1I.. = 


The State of the Controverſie about Divine Worſhip and Super- 
ftition, as it lies between the Papiſts and Proteſtants, and 
My: Baxters APIIDA with the Papilts. 


& 1. He Popiſts in their diſcourſes about the 
j Worſip.of God, and whag:is oppoſite there- 
unto, Z 6 make Superſtition to be one oppoſite by Exce 6 

_ ths to be another by detect; 'For —_ 
yas 


3 Aqninay.5 apa. TGeg He Fans: * Anais ond 

iFheaoilio Dog ww cn 01097 98 : 

ot 6 afenr, diſ6; weſt &. 
1 {pine won; jnk, G A; - trad. di q : my = | 
6, $. IL Superſittion, they ſay, 15an Exbibiting Word - 

p——_————__ nob, 'OT in another -mannet" 


to be. : r9T 119172 
by Superftirio eſt vicinm Religioni wc. Coda ber, cadtagal Divin- 
um, Mhriey non-deber, vel ca modo quo non deber. reagent ſupra. 


There areſeveral diſtinions which Hey uſe about Su- 
perſtition, but 1 wave them-as of nouſe in thisplace, ah 
will.only note, that they make Idolatry to'be'a Species of 
Superſtition, affirming that the entire Nature of Idolatty 
(taken in a proper Sence) confiſts in'the - giving utito 

the Creature that Worſkip:which isproperunto God But 

-. 4. 3- The Proteſiazta do' generally-affirtn;« har: 'thoſe 

who:direc not:their Worlbip i to-talle: Gods] may yetbe 
ity. of Idolatry by: direfting it to the gs oy el 

Fe way, 

. (Becauſe here Horhthoparting dointbetween Papi and 

Proteſtants, 1withe themore exattm whac't (halt 

: Let the Reader then/obſervs, thar mithe mie rof 
this Controverſie, the: Papiſtrars aware; that the maki 
the Second Commandment.to be diftin& from the \K2/tCom- 
mandment 1s to yield the Cauſe tortherProteftants, -and 
thereforethey-ulcall-the crattthey.cantd moutd rhe in- 
10 one, and when they» tatk-of: drviding/:them, allaherr 
caresto darken plam'Trathis by a mnietiucs of (obſcure 
_—_— Thus the Jeſuite Arriaga (in bis TraFate de 'Fegib. 

9. SeF. 5:) tells us, that 'tisnot material,whethet 
= boid the. firſt. Table to contain 4 orbut pComniand» 
-ments; butthen on aSuppoſitionthat there of6 fot: Coht- 
.mandments mthe firſt Table hewould take in -T;rhe Pro 
face ] for the firſt Commandment 3 but generally they 
C 


lay 
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by thereare hyjttheee in the Gr(tTahle, and:fveninthe 
Econd, | dividing the tenth into: two, and'makethe firſt 
and (ccond'of the firſt Table to bebut-one; forbiddimg 
only the worſhip of falfe Gods, which they ſhy muſt not be 
It all;nomnotby Images. .. io lh , 
:; [Aide the Proteftams.have by the ſtrength 'ant{clearnefs. 
of Scripture Texts impregnably evinced, that there are 
four Commandnwents in the Table ; that the firſt is 
[. Thou ſhalt not have any other Gods before me | and the ſe- 
condis[ Then ſhalt rot wake to thy ſelf any graven Images,&cc.] 
That,-the--firſt Coinmandment forbids the giving Divine 
Weaerihip to-dny; but unto the:true God 3 and:the:fecond 
{hews, that we amwſt worſhip him n:the way of hisown: 
appomntments andnot after our own imaginations. The 
firſt directs us tothe only proper BhjeZof Divine Worſhip, 
and'theſtcond fhews us theonly right Awhor of that Wor- 
fhip, God:the only true Ob; the only Tight Author 
of Divme Worſhip: The firſt Efficientis the laſt End, the- 
Author and the Objet are realy ( though not formally ) 
the fines! and the firſt Commandment ſhews us the Ob- 
je: and the ſecond the: Author. : The firft direRts us :to- 
Whom we — Divine Worſhip, and the fecond 
fhtws the way'and mannerhow, comdo:guo debet, ſor quo- 
28x xebent's, Or from whom alone we muſt recerwe the 
. 11! Whoever wilbconfalt Cali, Jacobus :Herbrandus, Zan- 
ohy, and the nultitudeof reformed Writers, and compare 
thein withthe Rowwarrfswill mcrhat thetrueSt the 
Controverſy between the Proteſtants and. Papiſts lies 
here,[ whether the Worfhipping the true God,comedo guo.now 
debet; mangther way. than God. hasmnſtituted, be 
Jdolary?.] Phat to-do. 1o:'is in a; Me ephborical Sence (as 
Covetouineb and all other {ms are a departurefrom God, 
anda goingafter the Creamme anordinately ) — 
apilts 


— 


ag 


Pa on gh rope But then taking Idolatry in a proper 

one tell as thac it is a wor Nog 7 ihr ef and 
conſiſts conſifs cnty in the giving to the Creature that Worſhip, 
which is proper unto God, and that to Worſhipthe true 
God in” another manner than he has commanded ei- 
ther in the Word, or by the Church in Superſtition whence 
they conclude, that roy Hob not guilty- of Idolatry, be- 
{was they dire& their Worſhip to the trae God: only 3 
nor are they guilty of jo becauſe they worſhip 
Godin all refpetts asthe Lord requires either by his Word 
or Church. 

The Proteſtants on the other hand affirm, that to 
worſhip God-in another manner than he has required, 
is [dolatry ; itis a Violation ofthe ſecond Commandment, 
a making to onr ſelves Jy to worſhip God by, that there 
is inthe breach of the Second Commandment ſomewhat 
of the formal nature. of that Idolatry forbidden jn the 
firſt Commandment, for as the laſt end of worſhip is the 
principalObje@, fo the firſt efficient is'the laſt ys | All 
Worſbip is Service, all Service is Obedience z and- his 
i Aer in Worn ye are whom you obey. To 

aſe any thi as 4 partthereof, notcomman- 
ded'by meerly becauſe: Man commands; #st6d 
ſerve and worlhip Man,. Men, the Creature, not Godthe Cre« 
ator. Beſides they ſay, that the Holy Ghoſt it Sctiptiire 
doth not only charge us to take heed, that we wor = 
the true God, as the Heathens warſbip their Gods. 
12.31.32.Nor after the imagination ofour own Hearrabegt 
it calls the worſhip ping the trio /God after this wide 
manner uorfle, dolatry, Spiritual Adultery, and a 
Worſhipping of Devils. |] Gee the Proteſtants-ad4d, 
that the Lord Chriſt has not entruſted the Chnreh; nor 
anyin it, toadd-to theworſhip of God, but the conunil. 
fion 1s to teach h whatever Chriſt commands 3 What najties 
C 2 "Or 
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ot Titles ſoever may be given tathe Worſhip; whether 
called/Proper or Iwproper, Eſſential or Aceidentats Firſt or 
Sectndary, arid Subordinate,: it be warſhip; texpreſſive 
oftheReverence of the Heart of God, -:it mult-be' either 
Naturil,. or Inſtitute, or Superſtitions, and Idolatrons. That 
this isthe. true State-of the'controvertie between Papiſts, 
and Proteſtants) about matters of Worſhip will ſoonap- 
poar:40jngp who will-buticonſukt the Writtvgs both: of 
_piſivand. Proteſtants; 'or if we do)but'compare Calvin 
( lib. 4. inſtitut 5 c. -10.,) with Bellarmine ( de effe@. Sacra- 
ment.lib. 2. C. 32. & de Imag. lib. 2. c 13, or Jacobus 
Herbrandys, a Lutheratezwith GregorpdeValenti a a, Jeſuite, 
or indeed if we-do: birt: feavch th& writings of any/who 
have. conſultedly - treated; of the Sibje&, we ſhall find 
that herelies the'true ſtateof the Queſtion, namely whe- 
ther [dolatry be any more than a giving to the Creztuve that 
Worſhip. which is proper unto God: Or,. . Whether to 
Worſhip the true God in another way thay he has inſtituted; be 
properly Idolatry ? Or Whether the Papiſt.a, when they-worſhip 
the true God only, can be guiltyof Idolatry, becaule they wor- 
ſhip in away not-inſtituted by God. = 7 3117: 
Now the-Papilts averr, that. unleſs they give to::the 
Creatute that, Worſhip: which 'is proper unto God -phily, 
they cannot be guilty of Idolatty. .:Afd the Proteſtants; 
on the contrary, are poſitive in affirming that in many 
caſes, when they-worſhip the. true God, they-may be 
gritty of Idolatry,; and that becauſe they. worſbip him in 
another way than he has required ; and for proot thereof 
doſhew that the Iflolatry of the Heathen generally con(t- 
ſted notſomuch indirefting their Worſhip to' one that was 
not God, as in direQing it to the true God ina way God 
commanded them ot. The like-is faid'of the Idolatry of 
the 1ſraelites, tg worſhip: God: eo modo quo non debet is Ido- 
latry,: properly Idolatry. *';/ _ Fir 19r33 OTH DO! 


For 
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::*Fot confirmation of this, Tlefingle ont one or two Je- 
ſites who do grant that the Controyerſic between Papiſts 
and Ptoteſtants about falſe worſhip doth lie here.” 
I might inſtance in many,but Tle confine my diſcourſe 
to Vincentius Filucius, and Gregory deValentia. 
©: Filucins faith that the Queſtion touching Superſtition 
*4s, whether all Humane Worſhip be Superſtitions, and he 
* jn his anſwer affirmeth. 1. That the Hereticks. of | this * 
© time (viz. the Proteſtants ) doaſlert, that all Worſhip 
© of Humane Invention 1s Superſtitious, and that, they 
-* ground this their opinion on Dex. 12. Where tis plain 
© (That whatever thing 1 command you, obſerve'to do it, thou 
'*/ ſhalt not add thereto, nor diminiſh from it, ) From which 
* place the Proteſtants infer, that what, Worſhip ſoever is 
* not commanded,js forbidden,but the Catholicks contra- 
*ily dohold,that not every thingnot commanded isSaper- 
< ftition, but every thing that'is againſt either x Divine or 
* ar Eccleſiaſtical command is Superſtitious,So far Filurins. 
: © <But® Gregory deValentia comesmore cloſe to; the. very 
« point of Idolatry, for (on Thomas) he faith. © The con- 
* troverſies between us and the Seftaries (viz. Proteſtants) 
© 1s this, viz. Whether Idolatry taken in a proper Sehce, 
- Quimto,, Quzro, An ofanis culrus humanus Superſtirioſus fir ? *Refp.-Hzre- 
.ricoy hyjus remporis aſferere omnem cultum hurhano diſcurſa introductuin tefſe 


 Superſtitioſum, ex.illa Deur. .12, quod przcipio vibi, hoc-tantum faciro *domi- 
no, neque addas quicquam, nec minuas ; ide>que colligunr omnem culrum :non 
rceprum, efle prohibirum. - Dico zcimen, non quicquid p non eſt 
och REED eſt, ſed quicquid eſtcontra Prezceptum, five Divinum 
five Ecclefſiaſticum, 1d eric cuplifticis . Filuc. Moral. Queſt, rra$.24.ct. ng 
- .> Controverſia nobis e& cum Sefariis;: An Idololatria proprie fit ſolany im- 
pics jlle cultus, quo Divinus hener tribujrur Crearurz* alicui, ſficur Deo, ira ur, 
-hzc ipſa cenſenda fir vera & gemjna definirio idolglatriz propriz ditz. Afﬀer- 
. manr enim cannes Carholici, \neque' ulli vu Orthodoxoruw Doforum in 
mentem venit. Idololacriam proprie efle aliud quam hoc ipſum. Se&arii aurem 
novatores contendunt, non 1d rantyum modo el idololartiam proprie; Cenſencr 
- enim _proprjeefic idololarriam omnem omnino culthm etiam veri Deigui fineDei 


wverbo (F mandatoufurpatur. Qnotiuagery e exerceatur optima intentione co- 
tendi Verwm Deam. Valentia.diſd. 6. = 9. pune, 1, - 
| 7.05 Jl be 
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* be only that wicked Worſhip whereby Divine Hanonr 
_ sgivenunto the Creature, asunto God, whether thisbe 


* a true and genuine defirution of Idolatry,taken properly. 
* All the Catholicks affirm it, and it never —_ = 
"Heart of any Orthodax Divine to think otherwiſe. But 
. the Innovating Seftariesdo ſay that ſamewhatelſe is Ido- 
latry, for they eſteem all that worſhip of the true God 
which is beſide the Word or Command of God, tobepro- 
; per Idolatry, yea though it to rendred to the trneGod 
withthe moſt ſincere Intentions. 
* Thus we ſee that the great Controverkie between Pro- 
teſtants and Papiſts is, whether Idolatry conſiſts only in 
worſhipping oftalſeGods,or whether it be not1dolatry to 
worſhip the trueGod ina falſe Way(34.)in a way henever 
inſtituted. Now Herbrandus a Lutherane, 2nd all the firſt 
Reformers, yea, the Church of Exgland, but eſpecially 
the Old Nonconformiſts affirm, that to worſhip God in 
-a falleway, ina way which God himſelfhasnotinftituted, 
is a breach of the Second-Commandment, Idolatry, and 
anticheiſt " 

But Mr. Baxter joyns with the Papiſts in aſſerting, 
©that there is much unmſticuted Worſhip which is lawfill. 
© He gives us twenty Inſtances of ſuch Worſhip, and alſo 
* tells us;that to ſay allinftituted Worſhip is Idolatry,is to 
make theApoſtles Idolatrous,and the Prunitive Churches 
<[dolatrons, , yea 'its a denyal of Chriſt and all the , 
*and Work of Mans Rodertntitg: .All this, and much 

- more doth Mr. Baxter charge Mr. Relpsſon with, forſay- 
ig, that Worlhip not inſtituted is falle worſhip. That 
there is a refined Idolatry ;. and that  joyning in a Wor- 
ſhipnot Inſtituted, is.a going after Baal, to Dar and 
Bethel, Babylon and Idols, and by conſequence Mr. Baxter 

- chargeth all the Proteſtant Dives generally with theſe 

Odious Reproaches, for they all ay the ſame, that Un- 

- in- 
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mſtitated W: falſe Wo it hon - groemme and 
.Yea of rr her ſalf, agrees with 
the reformed Proteſtants mn his and' heretofore 1 in their 
Controverſie with the Nonconformiſts they aye, 
inſttruted Ceremonies, in debate, to Dy a of 
they ſay that Worſhip notinſtitated is falſe X 
- "I will be yet morediſtin&t in howing howfar Me; > lh 
ver agrees withthe Papiſts, and differs from ſound Pro- 
reſtants.. 


SECT. IV. 

Mr. Baxters Agreement with the Papiſts i» the Anſwers they 
givennto the Proteſtants Arguments againſt the Popiſo Wor- 
ſoip. 

&.1. 'T% Argument on which the Proteſtants do chief- 


ly infift in the oppoſition which they make 
againlt the Superſtitions Worſhip of the Papifts is this. 
Atl _ itited Worſhip is falſe Worſhip, Superſtivions 
ud 1dolatrous. 
But Tay Romiſh worſhip is utinſtimmted Worſhip.” Ergo. | 
Here the Reader maſt obſerve that the mitter m 
Eomtroverſie is Worſhip , vis. Whether the Romify 
Worſhip be tae or falſe. By Worſhip ismeant whatever is 
made a dire? _or immedi we expre the Reverence of 
#he Heart 40 'God, fotthatthe things, which mparticular fall 
under our debate ave only fixeh as are uſed as parts 
of Worthip.. By what Namesor Titlesfoever the Worſhip 
may be diſtmguiſhed, it is Worſhip (5. e. ) fomewhat 
that is uſed toexpreſsthe Reverenceof the Heart to God 
which is in controverſte. 
Thas much I think Requiſte to mention, totheend the 
Reader may fee what Reaſon there is, why we ſhould 


dt- 
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diſtinguiſh; between; ly» and: theS7:}. the. Wor- 

ſawper ;ymay be guilty of; when, He worſbips Gvd, and how 
much;;both-the Papiſtsand Mr. Baxter run'from thee point 
in_hand,- when' they -upbraid . us with the_S75-a-man is 
-guiley of, when he comes to worſhip,God, as it they-were 
Table: worſbips.3 to which I:only- anſwer thateicher the 
.Siffe a-man/1s guilty'of when he 'worſhippeth God; tare 
.doye'to expreſs the Reverence of the Heart to God;.- or 
not; if not,they are no partsof Worſhip:and therefore not 
falſe woſhip; but it theyare done to expreſs the Reverence 
of the Heart toGod and aremade parts of the Worſhip;*tis 
falſeWorſhip,Superſtmionand Idplatry,for it is andhonou- 
ring God with our Siz, which thing the Difſenters abhor. 
This being ſo very plain, I will go on to ſhew how 
-much Mr. Baxter agrees with vhe Papiſts in the oppoſiti- 

on made unto this Argument of the Proteſtants. + \ 

*_ As. the. Papilſts, deny, uninſtituted Worſhip to-þe'falfe 
-Worſhip;; ſo doth Mr. Baxter, who gives us twenty in- 
ſtances of uninſtituted Worſhip, which he l{aith is Laivfid, 
And' amongſt: the many Inftances that are given of his 
( Lawfill uninſtituted Worſhip) there..is an agreement in 
theſeſtveral particulats, namely'in.Vows uncommaniled, 
Free-will-offerings,, The: \kgeping - #he. Memorials of Gods 
Works, - ſometimes by; pitching Stones, ſometimes by Pillars, 
ſometime: by ſettt-dayes; ( as the Feaſt of Purim.) ſometimes 
: by laying up the Enſigns, (as Goliahs,Sword, ) So far Mr. B. 
agaunlt Reipiſor;. P-10«-48;: The ;which 'is no other than 
what:the Papiſtsgenerally,' and Bellarmine and Valentiain 
particular dobring againſtthe Proteſtants. © Our Judge- 
* ment againſt the Heriticks (ſaith Be/armine)) lies 1n this 
* Aſſertiononly, viz. (That it is Lawfultor the Church to in- 
* ſtitute new Ceremonies, not to obtain the, Remiſlion gf 
« Sins mortal, butfor-other ends. This-is proved-trom the 
* exampleot the Synagogue, or of private men in the Cog 
* Tclta- 
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*Teftament. Thus Jacoba private MandidinventanewCe- 
*remony in erecting a Pillar at Bethel, arid thus the Syna- 
* gogue' m- the days of Mordecai' did add a new Feaſt, 
*2iz.;the Feaſt of Purine, which was riotinſtittited of God z 
* the likedid the' Apoſtles, they did mſtitutemany things 
* which were not enjoyned by the Word of God. So 
* far Bellarmine. And Mr. Baxter tells us what they were. 
*Namely, The Chriſtians at firſt fold all,” and laid 
{itat the Apoſtles feet, which yet Peter tells A#z4niqs he 
* mighthave choſen not-todo. And ſo Par world have 
* the Corinthians give their Collections, as to God, for 
* the Saints. Butno inſtitution told them how much they 
* ſhould give, but the general Rule. 

Noſtra Propofitio follim aſſerit contra Hzreticos , licere Eccl {iz inſticuere 
novas Ceremonias, non ad juftificandum a peccatis-mortalibus,. ſed ad alios fi- 
nes, Probatur, 1, exemplo ſynagogz vel hominumprivatorum tm Teſtam: ve- 
reri.- Facob, cum nondum Parriarcha efſer, ſed privatus homo.— Novam 
Ceremoniam excogitavit,erexit enim lapidem, (5c, ſtem Synagoga, Judzorum, 
AuQcore Mordacheoaddidit norum feſtum, diem ſolennem omnibus celebran- 
dis quem Deus non inſtituerat in lege——>--Secundd probatur ex A lorum 
exemplo Przterea probayimus multa alia Apoſtolos inſticuiſſ, licer in 
Scripturis non habeantur. . "BElkarm. de ef, Sacr./ lib. 2. c. 31. - 

Evidenriffime. conſtac cx, 'Seriprura, crilrus aliqubs votuntarios eſſe Deo gra- 
ros, quamvis & Deo non. ſung, przcepri : Ur Vorum & Juramentum,  & obſer- 


vatio-aliquorum dierum feſtorum ob beneficiorum memoriam. Valent. diſp. 5 
quzſt. r, pun&.-7. de Oratione. ; 


Beſides Gregory de Valentiann his diſconrſes of WOnoy 
againſt Herbrandus, and'in his Diſpiitations thout Shperſti= 
tion, yea, where he treats of the Stute of the Religions, 
and of Works of Supererropationand Vows, gives us theſame 
inſtances to prove that an-unmſtitated Worſmp islawful, 
which Mr. Baxter gives. I will at this time only mention 
what he ſaith in defence! of Praying unto Samts, where 
this objeCtion, viz. (Worſhip not communded of God, is 
« finful;z but $:vocation of Saints is Worſhip not commanded 
© of God, ergo, ſinful, ) is thus anſwered. Itis manifeſt 
* out of Scripture that there are ſeveralinſtances where 

D Vo. 
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. Voluntary or Uninſtituted worſhip is both Lawfull,and 
, Acceptable with God, ſuch-as Vowes, Oaths, and the Ohe 
Jervation of many things, to wit, Feaſt days it commemo- 
, ration of ſome ſpecial mercies received. All theſe 

are without a particular command, and yetlawful, Thus 
we ſee that asthe Papiſts do, in anſiverto the Proteſtants 
Arguments againſt the Romiſh Worſhip, diſtinguiſh -be- 
tween two ſorts of Worſhip, and produce ſeveral In- 
ſtances of the ſecond, to ſhew that uninſtituted Worſhip 
may be lawful, ſo doth Mr. Baxter. 


SECT. V. 


The Agreement between. Mr. Baxter «rd the Papiſts intheir 
. Anſwers to ſeveral: Texts of Scripture, that are urged by 
the Proteſtants for the proving all wuninſtituted Worſhip 


to be falſe Worſhip. 


v-I- wh eo Proteſtants do urgetheſeScriptures, Devt. 4.2. 
Sch. 12.31,32. Prov. 30.6. Jer. 7. Iſa: 29. 13- 
Math.15. 7,8; 9. Math. 28. 20., where all additions ta 

or taking from the Word,. are moſt ſtriftly forbidden. 
Reader, I deſire you to mark, that thefe very Texts, 
which are infiſted! vn by the: Learned Proteſiants a- 
gainſt the Papiſtsto prove all uninſtituted Worſhip to be 
unlawful; are the very ſame Dr. Owex infiſts on; andthe 
very anſwers Mr. Baxter givesthem, are the very fame 
that Bel/armine has de effe#. Sacrament.lib. 2.c.31. And 
de Ramano Pontif. lib. 4. c. 17. as I will particularly ſhew. 
$. 2. Mr. Baxter in giving an anſwer to theſe Texts, 
gives us the Popiſh Diſtin&tions between * Primary, : or 
© Eflential ; and ſecondary , Subordinate, or Accidental 
*worſhip : And between a General allowance, and a 
* particular Inſtitution : And faith, that theſe yo” 
| only 
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<only forbid additions to Primary, but not to Secondary 
* Worſhip : And that Secondary Worſhip though with- 
© out a particular Inſtitution,” yet is lawful becauſe in- 
* cluded 1n a' general command. Let all things be done to 
© Bdification , Decently, and in Order. Obey thoſe that 
© have the Rule over you. This much is the ſtrength of 
Mr. Baxters Anſwer unto what both Mr. Ralphſor and 
Dr. Owen fay, to prove Uninſtituted Worſhip unlawful. 
But this much is ſaid by Bellarmine, who in Anſwer to 
the Proteſtants diſtinguiſheth betwen a Gereral, and a 
Particular Allowance, affirming it ſufficient to make the 
Worſhip lawful if it be commanded in the Gereral. Let 
us then, + * 

$. 3. Conſult * Bellarmine ( ubi ſupra and we ſhall 
find that he layes down this ObjeCtion| no: Worſhip is law- 
ful but what is inſtituted, or at leaſt hath ſome Counte- 
nances {rom the word] to which his anſwers, either 
itis requifite that God approve of the Wor(hip particular- 
ly, and expreſly; or 'ris ſufficient that God doth it more 
generally. Bur the firſt 1s not requiſite, ergo, the laſt is 
Sufficient. Belides- Be/armine doth ground this diſtin- 
Aion of a General and Particular Allowance on the: 


7 Obje&. Deo enim non placer ullus cultus quem ipſe non inſtiruir, aur certe 
cuinon dederir Teſtimonium verbo ſuo. Ar contra, nam aut requiretur ut in 
Particulari 8&-exprefle Deus approbaverit cultum aut ſufficir fi in genere & in 
Vireute probaveric Non porteſt dici primum, Deo viz, non placere culrum quem 
Ipſe in Particulari expreſſe non probaverir. —Ergo ſatis erit fi in genere Deus 

liquid probaverit. "Cam Deus juber Obediri Przpofitis in genere, juber ſer- 
yari vmnes leges Ecclefſiaſticas. | 

* Non prohibet Dominus in his locis quamlibet additionem-—ſecd + addirio- 
nem corrumpentem. Poreſt aurem duobus modis fieri cotruptio. Uno modo fi 
quis ipſis Det verbis, aut Przcepris aliquid addar aur minuat quo illa corrum- 
panrur, ur fiquis in Sacrificiis Chriſti otterat panem fine vino, aur panem & vi- 
nura & mel. Alio medo, ft quis venditaret pro Dei verbo,librum pon canoni- 
cumaur pro Sacramento Ceremoniam aliquan a ſe invenram, &c. Conſult, Bel- 
larm. de Romano- Poncif. lib. 4. c. 179, And you will find much more to the 
ſame purpoſe ; for in this place Belarmine attemprs a particular anſwer to all 
the aboye mencioned Texts, 
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Command of obeying the Higher Powers, . and the Gover- 
noursof the Church, and that Mr. Baxter doth fo too, is 
manifeſt, for when Dr. Qwen aſlerted,that it inſeperably be- 
longsto the Kingly Office of Chriſt tobe ſole Lawgiver of the 
Churchin allthe worſhip of God,Mr.Baxter'p. 30. rephesThat 
*this is a miſtake, and tells us that there is a ſecondary 
*Worſhip, which Men may make Laws about. Princes 
* may make Laws for the particular uſe of Secondary Wor- 
*ſhip; and the Paſtour may by mandate obligethePeopleta 
much ofthe like. And whatisin thoſe Inſtances ofSecondary 
*Worſhip impoſed by Men, depends noton their Autho- 
* rity alone, but on Gods,who authorizeth Rulers to do it; 
* Forhe has ſaid let all things be done to Edification, In or- 
* der, Obeythem that have the Rule. 
$.. 4. Furthermore * Be/armine affirms that in the above 
mentioned Scriptures God doth not forbid all, but ſome 
Additions, namely Corrupting Additions, which may be 
madeto the word of God after a twofold manner;faith he, 
© Firſt of all, if any one ſhall add to, or take from the 
* Words or Commands of God, fo as that thereby they 
* are broken, which 1s done. when any one in the Sa- 
*crifices of Chriſt ſhall offer Bread without Wine, or 
* Bread, Wineand Honey : or it may bedone thus,namely, 
©1t any one ſhould make that to be Gods Word, which is 
*not, which may be done by adding a Book not Canonical 
*to the CanonicalScriptures, or if any. ſhall invent a Ce- 
*remony, and make a Sacrament oft, &c. So far Bel- 
larmine; who youſee ſpeaks the very ſame things Mr. B. 
dothin anfwer to the Dy's firſt argument, where he faith, 
* Your wrong expoſition of all the Texts of Scripture 
*herecited by you, is more than one miſtake. Det. 4. 2. 
*& 12. 30. Prov. 30. 6. forbid adding to Gods Worſhip. 
*Which 1s broken by all that either ſay, that that is1n 
*Gods Word, which is not there, or thatdevite any 
* with 
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*Worſhip-Ordinances co-ordinate, or ofthe fame ſort with 
© his own, as if they wereimperfe&t; but there is not. one 
* word forbidding SubordinateSecondary Atsof Worſhip. 


—S. — 


SECT. VL. 


An Agreement between Mr. Baxter and the Papiſts in their 
way of arguing againſt the Notion the Proteſtants have a- 


bout Unlawful, Falſe, or Idolatrons Worſhip. 


$. I. FT has been already ſhewn that the Proteſtants do 
I own all uninſtttuted Worſhip to beunlawtfal, falfe, 
ſuperſtitions, and Idolatronus. 
$. II. Dr. Owen alfo affirmed all Uninſtituted Worſhip 
to be unlawful, and Mr. Ralphſor ſpeaking of a refmed 
[dolatry, calls tt Idolatrons. But the Old Noncanfor- 
miſts were more bold in thetr affertions, for they faid that 
all Uninſtituted Worſhip was Idolatrons and Antichriftiar. 
$. IH. * ThePapiſts inthe oppoſition they make againſt 
the Proteſtants,argue thus, * © If alluninſtituted Worſhip, 
* if all Worſhip that is withont the Word or Command 
* of God as the Seftaries (viz. the Proteſtant Hereticksat- 
* firm be Idolatrons;then tt will follow.thatall thatworſhip 
* of God which fails of coming npto the word in any cir- 
*cumſtances, is Idolatry,which once granted, it tmayoida- 
* ble follows;that whoever prayes forvain Glory ſake,wan 
* Si Idololatria proprie eſt etiam cultus vero Deo adhidirus fine verbs & mary. 
dato Dei(ur SeRarii contendunt Jcanfequens erir, ur omnis Dei culiys quacung/ 
ex circumſtantia pravus & illicirus proprie fir Idololatriaz quemadmodum fater 


coaQus fuir Herbrandus : o——_ omnis cultus quomodocunque pravus Care 


Verbo Dei & mindato. At hinc multa ſequuntur abſurda-—Sequirur enim cum 
eſſe proprie Idololatriam,qui orat(verbi graria)proprer vanam gloriam-—lrem , 
Sequeretur ipſos etiam Seftarios efle _ tdolotarras cum oranc ( fi ramen 


orant) mente alienis cogitationibus di aut quidpiam aliud in qualicunque 


cultu ob aliquam prayam circumſtantiam peccant. 


Idolater, 
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Idolater, yea 'twill follow that the SeQaries themſelves 
* areIdolaters, for that when they pray(if they pray atall) 
"their minds are diſtracte(l with vain thoughts, and the 
* beſt of them fail in many other Circumſtances. This 
much is urged by Gregory de Valentia difp. 6. qu.11.p 1.1. 
$. IV. Mr. Baxter argues after the fame rate, for faith 
he, in his anſwer to Dr. Owen, and Mr. Ralphſon, Ifallun- 
inſtituted Worſhip be unlawful er Idolatrous, then is 
Mr. Ralphſorn an Idolater, yea all the Church of God, yea 
the Apoſtles themſelves, for they all worſhipped God 
with ſome of his twenty Inſtances of Secondary Worſhip 
without an inſtitution. Yea this is the burden of all 
Mr. B's. late Writings againſt the Nonconforming Diſſen- 
ters; if we muſt not hold Communion with thoſe who 
worſhip God with a Worſhip that in ſome reſpedsis difa- 
greeable to the Rule, and Uninſtitute, we muſt hold 
Communion withnone on Farth 3 no, not with our ſelves. 
For this reaſon'twill be endleſs to quote all thathe faith of 
this particular. 


SECT. VIL 


— 
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An agreement between My. Baxter, and ſome Papiſts about 
communicating with others in a falſe Worſhip with a mental 
diſowning the Corruptions, even when Locally preſent as one 
of the Worſhippers, the corrupt way. 


$. I. Hat there are manyCorruptions in the contro- 
verted Worſhip, which muſt by no means be 
approved of, Mr. Baxter doth affirm, witneſs his firſt 

Nonconformiſts Plea, and many other of his Writings. 
1 <-II. That if the preſent Dioceſane Church frame be 
deſtru&ive of the Congregational Species of the Churches 
| | Miniſtry 
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Miniſtry and Diſcipline; 'tis deſtructive of Chriſts inſtitu- 
tions, and as ſuch we ought by no meanstocommunicate 
withany 1 it. | 

$. HE But yet though Corruptions m Worſhip be very 
great, we may Locally commumicate with a People in the 
Worſhip that iscorrupt, thoughnot in the Corruptions of 
the Worſhip, and although the Law requires our joyn- 
ing in the whole Worſhip, yet our preſence at the Wor- 
ſhip in Obedience to the Law, is not an overt act of 
our approving what is Corrupt. That there is ſome 
good m-the Worſhipis manifeſt, and ſeeing the Law, that 
requires our Conformity, requires our doing ſome good, 
we may obey them fo far as they command what 1s good, 
and be preſent only as approvers of what 1s good, even 
when we mentally ſeperate fromand diſown what 1s evil 
and corrupt. Thisis, I count, a juſt State of Mr. Baxters 
Principlesabout Communicating with the PariſhChurches. 

$. IV. Buthere it muſt be obſerved, that whoever goes 
to the Place of Worſhip, and there continues the whole 
time of Worſhip without any open declaration of his ap- 
probation of, but a part of the Worſhip, or without tel- 
lIing- what parts of Worſhip he likes, and whatnot 3 
how far .he obeys the Law, and- how far not 5 his 
Fad being the ſame with that of thoſe; who approve of 
the whole, hes there indiftindly as one of them, and his 
ſeparation ' being but from a part of the Worſhip; and 
that entally, - even whilſt he 1s Corporally preſent at the 
whole, the fa&, orlocal preſence of this Man isas much 
an overtact of hiscommunicating with them inthe whole, 
as it 18 of any part, and beſpeaks his obedience to the 
whole Law as muchasto any part of it, for which reafon 
a Proteſtation isneceſlary. \ 

& V. This I think Mr. Baxter cannotdeny, and there- 
fore tellsus, that he has oft in his publique writings _ 
clare 
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clared how much helikes, and how much he diſlikes. But 
notwithſtanding all this, there. remains another difficulty, 
to wit, the reconciling this verbal proteſtation- to the 
proteſtation of the Fa# : tor there is the Language of the 
FafF, and that is as much'fora compliance with the whole 
worſhip, as with a- part. For 'tis the ſame m all, and 
ſpeaks the ſame thing at one time as at another, thatis, 
on ſuppoſition he demeans himſelt as one of the Congre- 
gation all the time, and ſo we muſt ſuppoſe in this caſe, 
his Fact beſpeaketh- his approving of all that is comman- 
ded, and his obedience muſt be looked on by Afliſtants 
to be compleat, and not partial. 
"  $&. VI. To ſolve all difficult appearances about this 
matter, the whole Mr. Baxter and his party canſay for 
themſelves is very plainly exprefled by another hand,who 
writing in defence of Mr. Baxter faith, © I muſt add this 
* much more yet in. his behalf, That whereas the diſpute 
between him ( 5. e:) Mr. B. and his chiet oppoſer, (3s. 
*the Author of Mr. Baxters Judgement) liesin this point, 
© whether it belawful to communicate with the Pariſh Af- 
*{emblies, as by Law required ? I muſt fay that the Que- 
* ſtionthus propoſed, includes a Fallacy plarinm interroga- 
© tionume as we call it. The only enquiry ſhould be whe- 
© ther we #1ay go to Church, the Law requiring it? The word 
*(asby Lawrequired)) includes, I ſay, another, or farther 
*interrogation, which is notneedful to be anſwered: and 
* therefore is fallacious; which I put in as a ſuppletory 
© to what that worthy good Man has omitted. The Law 
*requiresthat we go toour Pariſh Church, whether as to 
* a part only of the Dioceſane, or as to a true particular 
* Church agreeable'to Chriſts appointment, is a matter of 
© contention, which is-needleſs, and it may be endleſs. 
*It is enough that it is lawful for us to go to Church. 


© There is this difference between the Law of Age 
Gods. 
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Gods. That whenour obedience to Hiz:zmuſt not only 
be in the »ratter, but in the Manner of his Commands, 
to be acceptable to Him. If the thing which the Law 
* of Manrequires be butin the Matter done, (and may be 
* done) there is no more comes into examination. So far 
this Author. 
$. VIE "Tis nopart ofmy Province hereto examine the 

ſtrength of this anſwer, I leave that to Mr. Baxter's cheif 
oppoſer, as this Author calls him; and only endeavour 
the finding outthe Sence of the diſtin&tion, and ſhew the 
Paralel between it and what the Papiſts ſay. The Law of 
Man requires our going to the Pariſh Church, this is the 
matterof Command, but whether we worſhip God this 
way or another way,or joyn with the Pariſh Church as Di- 
oceſane or Congregational ; this fallsnot under the mat- 
ter, but the Forme, the manner of the command.If you go 
to the pariſh Church, if the thin =— the Law of Man 
requires be but in the matter Jo , there is no more 
comes into examination. 

$.VIIL This diſtinion 1s the ſame which was uſed by the 
Papiſts,who the firſt ten years of £2.E/izabeths Reign,went 
to the Pariſh Churches, notwithſtanding they efteemed 
themHeretical,and very corrupt. They would gotoChurch, 
their| Obedience to the Law ſhould be in the zvatter, for 
that was good, butinthe manner they would not obey,and 
therefore though they went to Church yet they would 
would pray Catholickly. This was the Opinion of Gregory 
Martin, a Man famous for Learningand Piety amongſt the 
Papiſts, as was apprehended by many. 

$. IX. Moreover he that wrote againſt going to Church, 
though with a Proteſtation, and thought better of Mr. 
Martin than ſome others, doth acknowledge that in ſome 
Caſes their may be a going to Church, and obeying the 
' Law Materialhnot Fermabh, Ile give you his own word " 

E 


c 
c 
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© Ido not doubt, faith he, but thatMr. Gregory Martir, as 
* a manof bleſſed Memory, and of fingular Learning doth 
* worthyly admit of a Proteſtationin ſome Caſes. For this 
* of going to Church is then unlawful, when it-is, (that is 
*when the AQion is) a Proteſtation of Conformity in 
* Religion, which itis always, when there isſuch orderly 
*ooing as is uſed by the Hereticksthemſelyes. Now it may 
* be that in divers cafes this Orderlinels and Conformity 
* may be wanting, and then'the going toChurch with He- . 
© reticks is buta Material going, and not a Formal, becauſe 
© the Formality is by the Alteration of the Effential Con- 
*ditionsof ſuch going, taken away. Inthis caſe therefore 
* when going to Church is no ſuch Proteſtation of falfe 
*Religion, 1t is'not unlawful of it ſelf. Sothat for to a- 


"void Scandal, if there be any danger thereof, 1 m4. a 

C . . . » '4 
a Proteſtation, wherein I ſhew my goingtobe g11!1 ſ- 

C . , 
terial, not Formal, .an-example or two we may > out 


* of the Scriptures. The going of the People 4 it jero- 
* boamto Bethel, when he there was to Sacrifce, was a For- 
© »1al going to Idolatry, becauſe they went orderly all alike, 
*butthe commgthither of the Prophets to reprehend the 
© King was only'a material going to idolatry and very 
© well known to be of adiverſe Natire from the other. 
© Naaman Syrus was materiallypreſent at Idolatry,but not. 
© Formally,becauſc he went not to the Temple,asto a Tem- 
©ple,but as unto any otherplace where his patticular Tem- 
: my ſervice might 'be ' exafted, . neither did he obey 
* his King, commanding anAdt of Religion, but as requi- 
© ring only the Temporal Ajſrſtarrce, which to his, greatneſs 
* was convenient. Nownt Naamur had ſeen any probar 
<bility of ſcandal, thenſhould he have been bound tohave 
* made a Proteſtation. © -Generally therefore when there 
* 3s no-cofitrary: Proteſtation mthe Fact, that is, when gy- 
Fing to the Church wh Hereticksis only materia/and not 
or 
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< Forwwal 3 then maya Proteſtation' be very well uſed m 
* words,: which neyertkeldeſsis notnecellary, but in dan- 
© oerof Scandal So farthis Author. 

$. X, -On the whole, T obſerve, that this diſtinction of 
going to Idolatrous or Heretical Temples wzaterialy and 
not forzzally,has been: generally: received amongſt the Pa- 
pilts, and-that the: true Reaſon why the generality of 
Papiſts did at laſt oppoſe going to Proteſtant Churcheson 
.+:is ground, was becauſe their being in the Churches 7#- 

- ly, as one of the Hereticks, was a Proteſtation.in 
{ « # of their being one of them, and that though their 
V-ybal Proteſtation might contradid,yet it could-notalter 
this other Proteſtation, which was real in Fa#. This much 
15 manifeſt out of the ſame Author, who'briags in Mr. M. 
ſaying, A man may lawfully go to Charch with Hereticksif he 
proteſt that he goeth to pray Catholickly.True it.is { replieth my 
Author ) if be not only proteſieth: to pray Catholickly, but pray- 
eth indeed Catholickly, and is there Catholickly preſent which 
he cannot then do, if he be indiſtinQly anrongſt thenr,whatever 
Pragers he ſay, for bis Fa& is @ Proteſtation that he is there 
to pray, in Heretical Union, and Participation, and that-moſt 
of all, if he proteſt that he cometh fox Obedience, for the end 
of ſuch Obedience is a Participation with Hereticks in Con» 
formity with them. | | 

$, XI. This much may ſuffice to ſhew tht all Papilts 
agree inthe diſtinction of Material and Formal Obedience 
to humane Laws, of Material and Formal going to 1do- 
latrous Temples, or places of corrupt: Worſhip, that the 
Church Papiſts were of an opjnion that a- Verbal Prote- 
ſtation was ſufficient toſhew that their going was but Ma- 
terial, but the other Papiſts and the more prevailing 
party did judge the Proteſtation in Fa&@-. to make too 
lowda noiſe to bedrown'd with the Verbal contradifory 
Proteſtation, and that the Proteſter muſt be one way or 
E 2 | O- 
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otheral ax,for the Verbal Proteſtation was contrad; 
to what was real in Fa, and if one was true, the other 
_ was falſe, 

$. XII. But Mr. Baxter and his Friend are for a mate- 
rial going toChurch without a formal, tor a going tothe 
Pair ſh Church, not as it is Dioceſane, and by Law eſta- 
blſhied,- but as contrary thereunto, and for ought that I 
can obſerve without any-proteſtation at all at the time of 
going, but what is in Fa 3 and a proteſtation of their 
participation with the Pariſhes in-their Corruptions, for 
they are thereorderly and indiſtin#ly as one of them. And 
why might not the 3 Children as well have bowed before 
the Image Nebuchadnezzer ſet up, and have prayed tothe 
true God; and have ſatisfied themſelves with this diſtin- 
Aion, they obeyed only materzally, not formally. 

$. XIII In fine, nothing more commonly aſlerted'by 
thoſe,who thought the Proteſtant Religion to bethe moſt 
true ; yet, when in danger of humane Laws, would go 
to the Maſs, and ſay that they went there with their 
Bodies only, and not with: their Spirits. Their Souls 
they reſerved! for God, and mentally ſeperated from 
their Worſhip, when Corporally preſent 3 and according to 
Mr. Baxter, methinks this ſhould be a ſufficient plea, for 
by the ſame Rulehe is preſent at one part of corrpt wor- 
ſhip,and be innocent by the help of a mental Reſervati- 
on, why may not another be preſent at another part of 
Corrupt Worſhip, and: be as innocent. Forthis mental 
Reſervation will keep the Soul as clear m one reſpe& as 
well as in another, forit may be-as free froma groſs Cor- 
ruption as from alcſler. 
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SECT. VII. 


Mr.Baxters great Argument againſt Nonconforming Diſſen- 
ters, by which he makes them worſe than Papiſts, exploded 
hy the Church of England as unſound. 


$ IL M: Baxter in his poſtſcript toDr. Owen. p. 3.doth 
aver, * that the Nonconforming Diflentersre- 
© nounce Communion with the whole Churchon Earth 
© for 1200 or 1300years, and withalmoſt all Proteſtants 
© as well as others. Now, whereas the Pope was taken 
* to. be intolerably arrogant when he excommunicated, 
© orinterdicted, but Rarely a whole Kingdom, orone King, 
© but not all the Church on Earth. That the Pope and his 
$ Prelatesexcommunicate the Creeks,and ſuch they callbut 
* Schiſmaticks, and not Hereticks,withacceptionsthat they 
* may beſaved Chriſtians.But #heſe,that I confute, charging 
© the whole Church for 1200 years with Idolatry, or falſe Wor- 
© ſhip, do thereby call all men to come out from among thent, and 
© be ſeperate, aud to hate them witbthat hatred that is due unto 
© {aolaters. 
$-IL..In theſe words Mr. Baxter repreſents the preſent 
Lay Diſſenter, ſuch asDr.' Ower, tobe worſe than Papilts 
more cruel in their excommunications than the Pope or 
hisPrelates, and that becauſe they, by aſſerting uninſtitu- 
ted Worſhip to befalſe Worſhip or Idolatry, do make the 
whole Church for ſeveral hundred years Fdolatrous, and 
not to be communicated with. 
$-III. If there be any ſtrength in this of Mr. Baxter a- 
gainſt the preſent Lay Diſlenter, .'tis of force alſo againſt 
all thofe Proteſtants, who firſt brake off fromRome, for 
even then the Church, as for feveral hundred years before, 
wasrepreſented to be overthrown with deteſtable Idola- 
try. 
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try, yea thatvery Idolatry, on which the firſt Reformer 
grounded their Seperation from Rogre, was ſich as ſpread 
it ſelf over the whole Church for many hundred years ; ſo 
that their ſeparation from the Church of Rowe then, was 
ona Reaſon common to the Church of "Rome, and the whole 
Church tor ſeveral hundred years.  Whence' T eonclode 
that if the Diſlenters - ſeparation be ſo much worſe than 
Popery, becauſe they ſeparate from the Church of Eng- 
lard ona reaſon'common with her and the whole Church 
for ſeveral hundred years; thenif the firſt Reformers ſe- 


parated from Rome ori a like reaſon common ' with that | 


Church, and that the whole Charchk for ſeveral hun- 
dred years, -the firſt Reformers muſt be alſo worſe 
than Papiſts. 

$. That the whole Chanrch was for ſeveral hundred 
years overrun with deteſtable Idolatry, as well as at that 
time the firſt Reformers left Rome, is maniteſt from what 
" Tfindinone of the Howilies by Law eſtabliſhed, the Re- 
hearfal whereof will be a' ſufficient Teſtimony -that Mr. 
Baxter who ſuggeſts the contrary, hasabandoned the Do- 
&rine of the Church of Exgland, whilſthe is pleading for 
- herCeremonies. BE 

$. V. In the Book of Howilies, of the peril ofIdolatry, 
part. - 3. 'tis affirmed © That Laity and Clergy,learned,and 
© Unlearned, all Ages, Se&ts and Degrees of Men, Women 
© and Children of whole Chriſtendome (an horrible and 
©moſtdreadful thing to think.) have been at once drow- 
{nedinabommable Idolatry, of all other Vices moſt de- 


© teſtible of God, and moſtdamnable to man, and thatby 


* the ſpace of eight hundred years and more. So far the 


TL * VE ThisF-count is enoigh to ſhew what little cauſe 
Mr. Baxter or ahy of his Admirers have to-trrumph over 
Dr. Oz: twelve Arguments, which will abide in their 
£ | ſtrength 


 * 
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practice be moſt likely to gratifiethe Papiſts? And ſo 
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ftrength. ſo long as the Papiſts abide unable to refiſt the- 
Powerful Arguments drawn from Scriptute _ them: 
For the Principal Arguments urged by Dr. Owe againſt 
uninſtituted Worſhip and Ceremomies are the ſame by 
which the firſt Reformers have with great ſucceſs batte- 
red down the- ſtrength of Rome, and Mr. Baxter in his 
Reply has but furbiſhed up the ruſty diſtin&tions which 
he found amongſt the Rubbiſh of Popiſh Writings, for 
which Reaſon I may ſafely conclude that how Lawful ſo- 
ever Lay-Conformity may ben the Principles of the 
Church of Exglard,yet it is very dangerous to conformon | 
_ Popiſh grounds, on which Mr. Baxter goesin writing Kg 
or 1t. | 
$. VIL Tlenot aggravate Mr.Baxter's ſlips, but ſceinghe 
and his Followers talke ſo much of the Diflenters gratiffi- 
ing thePapiſts, Ile onlf beſeech Mr. Baxter and his Party 
to cofſider, whether the*Diſſerſters who ſuit their pra- | 
Aiceto old Proteſtant principles, or Mr. Bagxter” whoeſ- *: of 
pouſeth old rotten Popiſh Diſtinftions in dEfence of his.  * \ 
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